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BRITTANY DANIELS, APD Property Evidence; STEVEN J. DEAL;
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STAFF; RANDALL SiMs, District Attorney; JUSTIN SANDERS, District
Attorney; RICHARD MARTINDALE, District Attorney; CARLEY
SNIDER, Potter County District Court Clerk; NANCY ESPARZA, Potter
County Clerk; PAMELA C. SIRMON, 320th District Court Judge,
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Before SOUTHWICK, GRAVES, and CoSTA, Circuit Judges.

PErR CuriaAM:*

Noel Valdez Andrade, formerly Texas prisoner # 2266633, requests
leave to proceed in forma pauperis (IFP) on appeal of the district court’s
dismissal of his pro se civil rights complaint as frivolous. See 28 U.S.C.
§ 1915(e)(2)(B). By moving to proceed IFP in this court, Valdez Andrade
challenges the district court’s certification that his appeal is not taken in good
faith. See Baugh v. Taylor,117 F.3d 197,202 (5th Cir. 1997). Thus, his request
“must be directed solely to the trial court’s reasons for the certification
decision.” Id. We may dismiss the appeal “when it is apparent that an appeal
would be meritless.” Id. at 202 & n.24; see 5TH CIR. R. 42.2.

Valdez Andrade’s vague challenges to the district court’s jurisdiction
and its detailed ruling fail to identify “legal points arguable on their merits”
for appeal. Howard ». King, 707 F.2d 215, 220 (5th Cir. 1983) (internal
quotation marks and citation omitted). His motion to proceed IFP on appeal
is, therefore, DENIED), and this appeal is DISMISSED as frivolous.

The dismissal of this appeal as frivolous and the district court’s
dismissal as frivolous of Valdez Andrade’s complaint count as strikes under
§ 1915(g). See Adepegba v. Hammons, 103 F.3d 383, 388 (5th Cir. 1996),
abrogated in part on other grounds by Coleman v. Tollefson, 575 U.S. 532, 536-37
(2015). Valdez Andrade is CAUTIONED that if he accumulates three
strikes, he may not proceed IFP in any civil action or appeal filed while he is
incarcerated or detained in any facility unless he is under imminent danger of

serious physical injury. See § 1915(g).

* Pursuant to 5TH CIRCUIT RULE 47.5, the court has determined that this
opinion should not be published and is not precedent except under the limited
circumstances set forth in 5TH CIRCUIT RULE 47.5.4.



